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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1 1-22 are elected. Claims 1 1-22 are pending and have been examined. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 13 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 13 recites the limitation "...further comprising the step of maintaining a bag 
buffer in the program..." In view of claim 11, this limitation does not further limit claim 
1 1 . The Examiner will disregard this limitation. 

Claim 20 recites the limitation "...a array data structure", "a" should be "an". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 13-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 13 recites the limitation "the retrieving step". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

In order to expedite prosecution, the Examiner will assume that the "retrieving 
step" is the same step as the "program subsequently searching" limitation recited in 
claim 12. 
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Claim Interpretation 

Claims 14 and 15 recite the limitations "pager" and "beeper" respectively. These 
limitations will be considered by the Examiner to be one and the same. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 11-13, 16, and 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by US Patent 6 1 19 101 A to Peckover. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Peckover discloses a method for enabling a user to provide 
input values to a running program (referred to throughout the reference as "personal 
agent" or, alternatively, "Consumer personal agent") before the program needs the input 
values, comprising the steps of: 

maintaining a bag buffer of variable/value pairs in the program ("preference 
data"; Figures 5A and 5B; column 19, lines 3-31, specifically lines 21-31); 

receiving a communication, including input values, from the user; and temporarily 
storing said input values in said bag buffer, (column 19, lines 3-31, specifically lines 13- 
15) 
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Regarding claim 12, Peckover discloses the method of Claim 11 wherein said 
program subsequently searches through contents of the bag buffer to locate needed 
input values before requesting input from said user, (column 15, lines 22-36) 

Regarding claim 13, Peckover discloses the method of Claim 12 further 
comprising the step of maintaining a bag buffer in the program and wherein the 
retrieving step comprises the steps of: 

searching, in the bag buffer, for input values associated with the input variables 
(column 15, lines 22-36); 

updating, if found, the input variables with the input values (column 19, lines 3- 
31 , specifically lines 1 5-21 ); 

disposing, in an input buffer, the input variables, if not found (column 19, lines 3- 
31, specifically lines 29-31); and 

optionally notifying the user via electronic means if no suitable values are found 
in the bag buffer, (column 19, lines 33-45) 

Regarding claim 16, Peckover discloses the method of Claim 13 wherein the 
electronic means is electronic mail, (column 18, line 62-column 19, line 2) 

Regarding claim 18, Peckover discloses a computer program data structure 
comprising: 

an output buffer ("Decision Agent") for storing output values to be displayed to a 
user; (column 15, lines 22-36; column 19, lines 33-45) 

an input buffer ("Preference Manager") for storing values for which user input of 
variables is required (column 19, lines 3-31, specifically lines 3-4 and 13-15); and 
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a program state buffer for storing at least the present state of said program, 
(column 17, lines 16-23) 

Regarding claim 19, Peckover discloses the data structure of Claim 18 further 
comprising a bag buffer for storing input variables, ("preference data"; Figures 5A and 
5B; column 19, lines 3-31, specifically lines 21-31) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 14-15, 17, and 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Peckover. 

Regarding claim 14, Peckover discloses the method of Claim 13. 

Peckover does not expressly disclose wherein the electronic means is a pager. 
.Peckover does suggest that an electronic means may be used to notify a user (column 
18, line 62-column 19, line 2) 
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However, these differences are only found in the nonfunctional descriptive 
material and are not functionally involved in the steps recited. The method would be 
performed the same regardless of the data. Thus, this descriptive material will not 
distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms of patentability. See In re 
Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 
F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include the nonfunctional descriptive material with 
the claimed invention because such data does not functionally relate to the steps in the 
method claimed and because the subjective interpretation of the data does not 
patentably distinguish the claimed invention. 

Claims 15 and 17 are also rejected since these claims recite methods using a 
"beeper" and "smart telephone" respectively that are also considered to be 
nonfunctional descriptive language. 

Regarding claim 20, Peckover discloses the data structure of Claim 19. 

Peckover does not disclose wherein the bag buffer is a array data structure. 
Peckover does disclose that the bag buffer is a data structure (column 19, lines 3-31 , 
specifically lines 21-31). 

Claim 20 is rejected based on the motivations regarding nonfunctional descriptive 
language as described above regarding claim 14. 
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Claims 21-22 are also rejected since these claims recite a bag buffer being a 
"hash table" and "tuple space" data structure respectively that are also considered to be 
nonfunctional descriptive language. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US Patent 6 055 562 A to Devarakonda et al; 
US Patent 6 065 040 A to Mima et al; 
US Patent 6 1 15 736 A to Devarakonda et al; 
US Patent 6 442 663 B1 to Sun et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to George C Neurauter, Jr. whose telephone number is 
703-305-4565. The examiner can normally be reached on Thursday 1-2pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on 703-308-5221 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 



Application/Control Number: 10/076,778 



Page 8 



Art Unit: 2143 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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